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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 03 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on July 19, 2007 has been received and entered. The 
currently pending claims considered below are Claims 1-33. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 
102 that forms the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed 
in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 

3. Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) as being anticipated 
by Yap et al. (US 20030191713). 

Claims 1, 7, 15, 21 Yap teaches, a computer implemented method, comprising: 
exposing, to an application an interface (Fig. 6A/B : 600A and 600B; 

application system; paragraph 108) that comprises a first method (Fig. 8; 

paragraph 118; Fig. 9, paragraph 153); 

detecting a first invocation of the first method by the application, wherein the 
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first invocation specifies a first Smart Card-accessing device (Fig 6:10), a first 
type of event (Fig. 8: 301, paragraph 128), and a first function (paragraph 113; 
Fig. 9, paragraph 153); and 

in response to detecting the first invocation of the first method, performing steps 
comprising: 

determining whether the first type of event is a type of event that occurs 
when a reset command((paragraph 348, 349; Fig. 25; paragraph 370; event reset 
for the reset command); (Fig. 24; event close message in Fig. 24) (Fig. 24;event 
message losing focus associated with loss of input/output communication) is sent 
to a Smart Card-accessing device; and 

if the first type of event is a type of event that occurs when a reset 
command is sent to a Smart Card-accessing device, then starting a 
first mechanism (Fig. 8/303; paragraph 133, 137 and 140; starting a launcher 
mechanism) that executes the first function each time that the first Smart Card- 
accessing device receives a reset command. 

Claim 2, Yap teaches, 

detecting a second invocation of the first method by the application (Fig! 8: 304; 
multiple applications/methods), wherein the second invocation specifies the first 
type of event, a second function, and a second Smart Card-accessing device that 
is separate from the first Smart Card-accessing device (Fig. 9:10; multiple smart 
cards); and 

in response to detecting the second invocation of the first method, starting a 
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second mechanism (Fig. 8: 303; multiple launchers) that executes the second 
function each time that the second Smart Card-accessing device receives a reset 
command. 

Claim 3, Yap further teaches, 

wherein the second function differs from the first function (Fig. 8; selected 
function in paragraph 107; Fig. 9, paragraph 153; multiple functions ). These 
elements of Yap's reference meet the claimed limitation of the claim. 

Claim 4, Yap teaches, 

wherein the interface comprises a second method, and further comprising: 
detecting an invocation of the second method by the application, wherein the 
invocation of the second method specifies the first Smart Card-accessing device; 
and 

in response to detecting the invocation of the second method, stopping the first 
mechanism (Fig. 8, paragraph 137; starting and stopping the 
launchers/applications/sessions; paragraph 138; exit the launcher 303; 
paragraph 133). These elements of Yap's reference meet the claimed limitation 
of the claim. 

Claim 5, Yap teaches, 

detecting a second invocation of the first method (master launcher invoking a 
second application*! in Fig. 8; paragraph 134) by the application, wherein the 
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second invocation specifies a second type of event (paragraph 128; multiples 
events), a second function (paragraph 153; multiple functions), and the first 
Smart Card-accessing device (associated with smart card 10 in Fig. 6A/B; 
paragraph 106); and 

in response to detecting the second invocation of the first method, starting a 
second mechanism (starting a second launcher in Fig. 8; paragraph 133 and 
1 34) that executes the second function each time that an event of the second 
type of event occurs relative to the first Smart Card-accessing device, wherein 
the second mechanism is separate from the first mechanism ( paragraph 133; 
multiple launchers). 

Claim 6, Yap further teaches, 

wherein the interface comprises a second method (Fig. 8; application N), and 
further comprising: 

detecting an invocation of the second method by the application (Fig. 8; detection 
of application N), wherein the invocation of the second method specifies the first 
function (paragraph 153; multiple functions); and 

in response to detecting the invocation of the second method, stopping the first 
mechanism (exiting a launcher 303; paragraph 133) without stopping the second 
mechanism ( running of multiple launchers 303 in paragraph 133). 

As per claims 8-12, they are rejected for the same reasons as the claims above. 
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Claim 13 , Yap teaches, 

wherein the first type of event is a type of event that occurs when a Smart Card is 
inserted into a Smart Card-accessing device ( Fig. 24, paragraph 328; event 
insert message). This elements of Yap's reference meet the claimed limitation of 
the claim. 

Claim 14 Yap teaches, 

wherein the first type of event is a type of event that occurs when a Smart Card is 
removed from a Smart Card-accessing device (Fig. 24, paragraph 328; event 
remove/delete message). This elements of Yap's reference meet the claimed 
limitation of the claim. 

As per claims 16-20 and 22-33, they are rejected for the same reasons as the 
claims above. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed on January 30, 2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 
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Claim 1: 

a. applicant argues in (page 5, lines 22) that, " Yap does not disclose any 
method whose invocation specifies each of: (a) Smart Card-accessing device, (b) a 
type of event, and (c) a function". The examiner disagrees since, Yap teaches a read 
method 2500 in (Fig. 25) of the system 600 of (Fig. 6) that includes a smart card- 
accessing device 10, event and function in ( paragraph 106-107 and Fig. 8, paragraph 
1 18).Therefore, these claimed elements of Yap 's reference meet the claimed limitation 
of the claim. Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers and/or figures in 
the references as applied to the claims for the convenience of the applicant. Applicant 
is reminded that rejections are based on references as a whole and not just the cited 
passages. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the 
art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in 
preparing the responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as 
taught by the cited art or disclosed by the examiner. 

b. Applicant argues in (page 6) that, " Yap does not disclose that the 
mechanism executes a function each time that a Smart card-accessing device 
receives a reset command ". The examiner disagrees since, Yap teaches a method 
2500 that routinely executed after a reset command in (Fig. 25, paragraph 370) 
Therefore, these teachings of Yap 's reference meet the claimed limitation of the 
claim. Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers and/or figures in the 



Application/Control Number: 10/678,472 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2194 

references as applied to the claims for the convenience of the applicant. Applicant is 
reminded that rejections are based on references as a whole and not just the cited 
passages. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the 
art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in 
preparing the responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as 
taught by the cited art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Claim 27: 

a. Applicant argues in (page 8) that, " Yap. does not disclose causing a mechanism 
(process) to stop waiting in response to detecting that a Smart Card is present in the 
smart Card-accessing device". The examiner disagrees since, Yap teaches in (Fig 27, 
paragraph 375-377) a check card routine for detecting if a card is inserted and the 
method 2700 proceeding with the next step if the condition is true. Therefore, these 
teachings of Yap 's reference meet the claimed limitation of the claim. Examiner has 
cited particular columns and line numbers and/or figures in the references as applied 
to the claims for the convenience of the applicant. Applicant is reminded that 
rejections are based on references as a whole and not just the cited passages. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and 
figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing 
the responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or 
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part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the 
cited art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Claim 31: 

As for this claim, Response to applicant's argument see response to the argument 
above. 

Claim 33: 

a. Applicant argues in (page 9) that, " Yap, does not disclose performing or preventing 
an operation relative to a smart Card-accessing device based on whether a particular 
user session is associated with the Smart card-accessing device". The examiner 
disagrees since, Yap teaches in (paragraph 690-694) user session; and removing 
BADCARD not associated with the system application for preventing event operations 
that are loosing focus. Therefore, these teachings of Yap 's reference meet the claimed 
limitation of the claim. Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers and/or 
figures in the references as applied to the claims for the convenience of the applicant. 
Applicant is reminded that rejections are based on references as a whole and not just 
the cited passages. Although the specified citations are representative of the 
teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual 
claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from 
the applicant, in preparing the responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as 
potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the 
passage as taught by the cited art or disclosed by the examiner. 
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As for the remaining claims, Response to applicant's argument see response to 
argument above. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Fu et al. (20010024066) discloses a handheld device, smart card interface device 
(IFD) and data transmission method. 

Fruhauf (699173) discloses a method and apparatus for autoset of a USB smart 
card device in a mute mode. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and 
any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date 
of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Exr. Abdou Seye 
whose telephone number is (571) 270-1062. The examiner can normally be 
reached Monday through Friday from 7:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, contact 
the examiner's supervisor, William Thomson at (571) 272-3718. The fax phone 
number for formal or official faxes to Technology Center 3600 is (571) 273-8300. 
Draft or informal faxes, which will not be entered in the application, may be 
submitted directly to the examiner at (571 ) 273-6722. 
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